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Additional reference 

Broberg, G. 1978. Brown-eyed, nimble, hasty , did everything promptly . Carl Linnaeus 
1707-1778. 52 pp. Liber Tryck, Stockholm. 

(2) Antti Jansson 

Zoological Museum, P.O. Box 17, FIN-00014 University of Helsinki, Finland 

I am most grateful to Dr I.M. Kerzhner for his comments (above) on this 
application. I accept his argument that Notonecta marginata is a senior subjective 
synonym not of N . obliqua , as Dr Polhemus and I believed when submitting our 
application, but of Sigara coleoptrata (now in Cymatia). Resurrecting the long- 
unused name N. marginata would cause considerable confusion since C. coleoptrata 
is well known in the recent literature (for example, Bernhardt, 1985, p. 6; Nieser, 
1978, p. 282; Savage, 1989, six entries; a further 26 references by 28 authors over the 
last 35 years are held by the Commission Secretariat). It follows that the Commission 
should be asked to conserve the name S. coleoptrata and place it on the Official List. 
The lectotype of C. coleoptrata is a male specimen in the Copenhagen Museum (see 
Jansson, 1986, p. 21). 

I agree with Dr Kerzhner that N. obliqua should still be placed on the Official List. 
As stated in para. 2 of my application with Dr Polhemus the original material seems 
no longer to exist. It is possible that a suitable neotype could be selected from the 
collections of the Swedish Museum of Natural History, but this seems unnecessary at 
this time since there is no dispute about the identity of the species. I agree with Dr 
Kerzhner that authorship of N. obliqua should be attributed to Thunberg and not to 
Gallen; indeed, our application to the Commission was originally so framed. 

The three requests made to the Commission in para. 5 of my application with Dr 
Polhemus still stand, except that authorship of Notonecta obliqua should be 
attributed to Thunberg and not Gallen in Thunberg. The following request is now 
added: 

(4) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the name coleoptrata 
Fabricius, [1777], as published in the binomen Sigara coleoptrata. 

Additional reference 

Jansson, A. 1986. The Corixidae (Heteroptera) of Europe and some adjacent regions. Acta 
Entomologica Fennica , 47: 1-94. 

Comments on the proposed conservation of usage of some generic names in the 
buprestidae (Insecta, Coleoptera) 

(Cases 2837/1 and 2837/2; see BZN 50: 27-30, 31 34, 56, 232-233) 

(1) Hans Miihle 

Hofangerstrasse 22a, D-81 735 Miinchen, Germany 

The comment by Rick Westcott, published in BZN 50: 232-233, does not cover the 
whole story of the usage of the names Melanophila Eschscholtz, 1829 and Phaenops 
Dejean, 1833. 
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As noted in my application (para. 1), in 1829 Eschscholtz introduced the generic 
name Melanophila for two nominal species, Buprestis appendiculata Fabricius, 1792 
(= B. acuminata De Geer, 1774) and B. tarda Fabricius, 1792 (= B . cyanea Fabricius, 
1775). The name was accompanied by a short diagnosis. In 1833 Dejean introduced 
the generic name Phaenops . Among the included species were appendiculata Fabricius 
and tarda Fabricius. 

After Lacordaire (1857) re-used the name Phaenops and adopted it for B. tarda , 
adding a description which allowed the genus to be recognized, entomologists in 
Europe adopted this name (paras. 5 and 6 of the application; comment by Booth on 
BZN 50: 233). Thery (1942), apparently unaware of the earlier designation by 
Westwood ([1838]) of tarda (= cyanea) as the type species of Melanophila , designated 
cyanea as the type species of Phaenops in accordance with usage. Lacordaire retained 
appendiculata (= acuminata) in Melanophila and the name has consistently been used 
in the sense of this species as the type. 

All authors are agreed that the cyanea group of species is distinct from the 
acuminata group and two taxa (now genera) have been recognized. However, strict 
adherence to the Code (i.e. adoption of Westwood’s type designation) would mean 
rejecting the name Phaenops and placing it in the synonymy of Melanophila. This has 
not been done, either by Old World or New World authors. 

Westcott comments that he cannot speak for the usage of generic names for the 
two species groups in the Old World. I can confirm that in the Old World literature 
nearly all authors have followed Lacordaire and Thery in the use of the names 
Phaenops and Melanophila , and to adopt now the name Melanophila for the cyanea 
group of species would be extremely confusing and destablizing. Phaenops is 
currently used and defined by many redescriptions and included species which bear 
no relation to the two-line description of Melanophila by Eschscholtz (1829). There 
are also many redescriptions of Melanophila , the last being that by Cobos (1986) in 
his key revision. 

In summary, both the names Phaenops and Melanophila relate to well-defined 
groups and their usage is stable. I therefore urge that my proposal to designate 
Buprestis acuminata De Geer, 1774 as the type species of Melanophila , thereby 
ratifying longstanding practice and allowing the continued usage of both names, 
should be accepted. 

(2) Richard L. Westcott 

Oregon Department of Agriculture, 635 Capitol Street NE, Salem, Oregon, U.S.A. 

1 maintain that Hans Miihle’s position does not take into account all matters in 
relation to the names Melanophila Eschscholtz, 1829 and Phaenops Dejean, 1833. 

In his application (para. 1) Miihle says ‘... Melanophila has never been used in the 
sense of tarda as the type species ...’. Continuing this theme (para. 7), he says ‘the 
name has not been used in this sense since 1857 ... To my knowledge authors since 
1983 have not adopted Leraut’s nomenclature for these two buprestid genera; its 
adoption would cause considerable and unnecessary confusion’. In the New World at 
least, and especially regarding ‘confusion’, nothing could be further from reality. In 
his comment (above), Miihle states that Phaenops has not been placed as a synonym 
of Melanophila. This is misleading because Leraut’s (Old World) adoption of 



